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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1^8 is/are pending in the application. 
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6) ^ Claim(s) 1^8 is/are rejected. 
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Application Papers 
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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attach ment(s) 

1) ^| Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5 ) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 
Paper No(s)/Mail Date See Continuation Sheet . 6) □ Other: . 



PTOL-T26 d (Rev e 08-06r 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20080729 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-326) 



Application No. 10/550,583 



Continuation of Attachment(s) 3). Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08), Paper No(s)/Mail Date :03/08/2007, 
10/30/2006, 08/24/2006, 09/22/2005. 



Application/Control Number: 10/550,583 
Art Unit: 4142 



Page 2 



DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-8 are pending. 

Specification 

2. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

According to MPEP section § 608.01(b) "The sheet or sheets presenting the 
abstract may not include other parts of the application or other material." Therefore, the 
drawing references should be removed. 

3. The use of the trademark "LINUX" has been noted in this application. It should 
be capitalized wherever it appears and be accompanied by the generic terminology. 

Although the use of trademarks is permissible in patent applications, the 
proprietary nature of the marks should be respected and every effort made to prevent 
their use in any manner which might adversely affect their validity as trademarks. 

4. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
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• "when the access controller has detected the connection of the 
network cable" in paragraph 3 of page 4 should read "when the access 
controller has detected the disconnection of the network cable"; and 

• "Ethernet" in paragraph 5 of page 6 states that Ethernet is a registered 
trademark. Ethernet, due to the standardization by IEEE, no longer 
maintains registered trademark status. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

5. Claims 1 -4, 6 and 8 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

• "there" in claim 1 , line 7 is not clear, thus causing the limitation being 
indefinite; 

• "it" in claim 2, line 5 is not clear, thus causing the limitation being 
indefinite; 

• "when said access controller has detected the connection" in claim 3, line 
3 should read "when said access controller has detected the 
disconnection"; 

• "an OS in said micro-computer is an non-event-driven type OS" in claim 4, 
line 3, should read "an OS in said micro-computer is a non-event driven 
type OS"; 

• "it" in claim 6, line 4 is not clear, thus causing the limitation being 
indefinite; and 
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• "an OS in said micro-computer is an non-event-driven type OS" in claim 8, 
line 2, should read "an OS in said micro-computer is a non-event driven 
type OS". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1-2 and 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Booth (U.S. Patent 6,065,073). 

With regards to claim 1 , Booth teaches a method for supervising the connection 
to a network of an electronic apparatus including an access controller for detecting the 
occurrence of electrical connection or disconnection of a network cable, and a micro- 
computer, comprising a step of supplying a detection output of said access controller as 
an interrupt signal to said micro-computer (i.e., a network interface card (NIC) controls 
the access between the computer system and the physical layer, or electrical 
connection, figure 5 and column 12, lines 18-31, and is monitoring an inactive link for 
activity and generating a CPU interrupt for when the link is active, figure 9 and column 
17, lines 1-14, or monitoring for the loss of a network link, figure 9 and column 16, lines 
23-31 , thus providing monitoring status to a host CPU); and a step of said micro- 
computer executing the processing for the connection or the disconnection of said 
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network cable in case there has occurred an interrupt by said detection output of said 
access controller (i.e., the computer may decide to attempt another connection, allow 
for a manually established connection, attempt to reestablish the link, or return to 
monitoring the connection, figure 9 and column 16, lines 23-66). 

With regards to claim 2, Booth teaches when an access controller has detected 
the connection of said network cable, said micro-computer detects a link to said 
network, and wherein when the link has been detected as being established, said micro- 
computer executes the processing for accessing the network (i.e., the CPU detects the 
link to the network via an interrupt and must service the interrupt, thus providing 
processing for accessing the network, Abstract, figure 9 and column 16, paragraph, 
lines 9-67 and column 17, lines 1-14). 

With regards to claim 5, Booth teaches an electronic apparatus comprising a 
connector jack for connection of a network Cable (PHY Device 440, figure 5); an access 
controller for detecting that electrical connection or disconnection for the network cable 
has occurred at said connector jack; and a micro-computer wherein a detection output 
of said access controller is supplied as an interrupt signal to said micro-computer (i.e., 
the NIC monitors an inactive link for activity and generating a CPU interrupt for when 
the link is active, figure 9 and column 17, lines 1-14, or monitoring for the loss of a 
network link, figure 9 and column 16, lines 23-31, thus providing monitoring status to a 
host CPU); and wherein when an interrupt by a detection output of said access 
controller has occurred, said micro-computer executes the processing for connection or 
disconnection of said network cable (i.e. the computer may decide to attempt another 
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connection, allow for a manually established connection, attempt to reestablish the link, 
or return to monitoring the connection, column 16, lines 23-66). 

With regards to claim 6, Booth teaches when an access controller has detected 
the connection of said network cable, said micro-computer detects a link to said 
network, and wherein when the link has been detected as being established, said micro- 
computer executes the processing for accessing the network (i.e., the CPU detects the 
link to the network via an interrupt and must service the interrupt, thus providing 
processing for accessing the network, Abstract, and figure 9, column 16 paragraph, 
lines 9-67 and column 17, lines 1-14). 

With regards to claim 7, Booth teaches when an access controller has detected 
the disconnection of said network cable, the micro-computer executes the processing of 
not allowing the use of said network (i.e., the CPU detects the link to the network via an 
interrupt and must service the interrupt, thus providing processing for not allowing the 
use of the network, Abstract, and figure 9, column 16 paragraph, lines 9-67 and column 
17, lines 1-14). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Booth 
(U.S. Patent 6,065,073) in view of Banerjee et al. (US 2004/0122947). 
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With regards to claim 3, Booth teaches a method for supervising the connection 
wherein when the access controller has detected the connection of the network cable, 
the micro-computer executes the processing for accessing the network (i.e., the CPU 
detects the link to the network via an interrupt and must service the interrupt, thus 
providing processing for accessing the network, Abstract, and figure 9, column 16 
paragraph, lines 9-67 and column 17, lines 1-14). Booth does not explicitly disclose the 
processing of not allowing the use of the network. However, Banerjee teaches a micro- 
computer not allowing the use of the network when there is a network connection (i.e., 
an application executing at a client system, or at the CPU of the client, prevents the 
access to an available network when a time-limit has expired, page 3, paragraph 0042), 
in order to provide time managed access to web pages (page 1 , paragraph 001 1 ). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Banerjee to the system of Booth in order 
to provide time managed access to web pages. 

1 0. Claims 4 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Booth (U.S. Patent 6,065,073) in view of Haller et al. (U.S. Patent 7,149,773 B2). 

With regards to claim 4, Booth teaches a method for supervising the connection 
of a network wherein in the micro-computer a setting is made so that, when the network 
cable is connected, the use of the network is enabled through the network cable (i.e., 
the CPU detects the link to the network via an interrupt setting and must service the 
interrupt, thus providing processing for accessing the network, Abstract, and figure 9, 
column 16 paragraph, lines 9-67 and column 17, lines 1-14). Booth does not 
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specifically teach an OS in said micro-computer is a non-event-driven type OS. 
However, Haller teaches an OS in said micro-computer is a non-event-driven OS [i.e., 
LINUX] (column 23, lines 53-58), in order to facilitate communication with a remote 
computer system via a communication module (column 1, lines 50-60 and column 23, 
lines 53-38). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to utilize the teachings of Haller to the system of Booth 
in order to facilitate communication with a remote computer system via a 
communication module. 

With regards to claim 8, Booth teaches an electronics apparatus wherein in the 
micro-computer a setting is made so that, when the network cable is connected to the 
connector jack, the use of the network is enabled through said network cable (i.e., the 
CPU, when the network cable is attached, detects the link to the network via an interrupt 
setting and must service the interrupt, thus providing processing for accessing the 
network, Abstract, and figure 9, column 16 paragraph, lines 9-67 and column 17, lines 
1-14). Booth does not specifically teach an OS in said micro-computer is a non-event- 
driven type OS. However, Haller teaches an OS in said micro-computer is a non-event- 
driven OS [i.e., LINUX] (column 23, lines 53-58), in order to facilitate communication 
with a remote computer system via a communication module (column 1 , lines 50-60 and 
column 23, lines 53-38). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize the teachings of Haller to the 
system of Booth in order to facilitate communication with a remote computer system via 
a communication module. 
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Conclusion 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to THOMAS LEE whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
7292. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday, 7:30am - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Hwang can be reached on (571) 272-4036. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Thomas Lee 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 4142 

7/31/2008 

/Joon H. Hwang/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4142 



